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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 2,3,5,6,8, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Otsuki, U.S. Patent No. 5,847,685. 

Considering claim 2, Otsuki discloses a TV monitor 33, a photosensor for detecting 
rising angle of the monitor 33. The rising angle of the TV monitor 33 can be detected 
by, for example, attaching a photosensor (sensor member) 55 to the movable bracket 
22 as shown in FIGS. 9 or 11, and providing on an inner surface of the corresponding 
guide member 39 a plurality of striped reflecting members 53, 53, . . . (see FIG. 2) 
opposing the photosensor 55 when the TV monitor 33 is raised and the movable 
bracket 22 is moved to the position where the first guide members 30 engage in 
any of the concave portions 36e to 36g of the click members 36, and applying a 
signal from the photosensor 55 to a controller (not shown) for determining to 
which one of the reflecting members 53 the photosensor is facing. Accordingly, 
by outputting a control signal to stop operation of the motor 49 from the 
controller based on the input signal from the photosensor 5, the TV monitor 33 
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can be automatically set to any desired rising angle. Note that when the 
rising angle of the TV monitor 33 is not automatically set, the rising angle of 
the TV monitor 33 may be changed by manually rotating the TV monitor 33. 
except for; 

c) a receiving control device for placing the display device in the inactive state in a 
receiving device when it is detected that the display of all the video has been completed 
Regarding c), Otsuki discloses "a controller (not shown) for determining to which 
one of the reflecting members 53 the photosensor is facing. Accordingly, by outputting a 
control signal to stop operation of the motor 49 from the controller based on the input 
signal from the photosensor 5, the TV monitor 33 can be automatically set to any 
desired rising angle." (col. 12, lines 47-51 ) Therefore, it would have been obvious to the 
skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Otsuki by 
providing a control signal to control the photosensor 55 for outputting the video image to 
the display screen only when the monitor 33 is fully raised or extended to its viewing 
position, so that the viewer would not miss the start of the video image because the 
display screen is not fully raised to its viewing position. 

Considering claim 3, wherein the active state is a state at which the display device is 
placed so that the video displayed on the display device is visible, is met by the raised 
position of the monitor 33, fig. 14; 
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Considering claim 5, a display control method comprising the steps of: detecting 
whether or not display of all video has been completed by display device under an 
active state; and controllably receiving the display device in a receiving device so 
as to be placed in an inactive state from the active state, when it is detected that the 
display of all video has been completed. 

Claim 5 is a method claim of claim 2 and as such claim 5 is rejected for the same 
reasons as in claim 2. 

Considering claim 6, the display control method of claim 4 or 5, wherein the active state 
is a state at which the display device is placed so that the video displayed on the display 
device is visible; 

See rejection of claim 3; 

Considering claim 8, a detection device for detecting whether or not display of all video 
has been completed by a display device to display the video under an active state; and 
a receiving control device for controllably receiving the display device in a receiving 
device so as to be placed in an inactive state from the active state, when it is detected 
that the display of all video has been completed. 
Regarding claim 8, see rejection of claim 2. 



As for claim 9, see rejection of claim 3; 
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3. Claims 2,3,5,6,8 and 9, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Zimmerman U.S. Patent No. 6,816,129 in view of Dabney, U.S. 
Patent No. 6,633,658. 

Considering claim 2, Zimmerman discloses method and apparatus for adapting a single 
computer to drive at least two displays. In one embodiment, an apparatus for adapting 
a single computer to drive at least two displays is disclosed. The apparatus comprises 
a controller, coupled between a user input device such as a computer, the controller for 
providing a control signal according to a user input; and a video switcher, for selectively 
providing a signal from the computer to one of at least two video displays in response to 
the control signal. In another embodiment, a method of presenting information on at 
least two displays communicatively coupled to a computer is disclosed. The method 
comprises the steps of intercepting a user input to the computer, and directing a video 
output signal from the computer to one of at least two video displays according to the 
intercepted video input. See abstract. Furthermore, Zimmerman teaches that 
wherein each of the displays are characterizable by an active state and an inactive 
state, and wherein the driver provides data from the video switcher to the memory if the 
display transitions from the active state to the inactive state. See claims 2 and 
3,8,10,14,20, and exemplary Fig.4. 

Zimmerman does not specifically detect whether or not the display of the video 
has been completed. However, Zimmerman discloses a microcontroller that controls 
the overall operation of the system. The microcontroller 206 controls the display panels 
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and sends the video output after identifying which display is active or not, and sends 
control signals to put the display panels into active or inactive states as well. It is also 
well known in the art that a microprocessor or controller may be programmed to control 
specific operation of the system. In that regard, Dabney et al. ("Dabney") discloses a 
system and method for managing intermittent interference on imaging systems. 
Specifically, Dabney teaches on col. 10, line 66 to col. 1 1 , line 14 that the processor 19 
(fig. 1 ) using the sync signal detected by sync detector 15 determines when a complete 
video image frame has been sent by the ultrasound unit 1 1 to the video display 12 and 
secondary video monitor 17. Therefore, it would have been obvious to the skilled in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Zimmerman by providing 
the processor a capability to monitor and determine when the display of video signal is 
completed. 

Considering claims 5 and 8, see rejection of claim 2; 

Regarding claims 3,6, and 9, see the disclosure on fig. 4 that clearly identifies active 
and inactive state of the display panels. 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 12/19/05 in regards to claims 1 ,4 and 7 are 
persuasive and the rejection has been withdrawn. Applicant's argument regarding 
independent claims 2,5, and 8 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Applicant argues that: "the display is retracted when a detection device detects that the 
display of all the video has been completed." (Remarks, page 10) 

Firstly, examiner submits that nowhere do the claims recite, " the display is retracted 
when a detection device detects that the display of all the video has been completed". In 
other words, the retracting or expansion of the video display device or whether or not it 
is being utilized as a vehicle-mounted display system is not claimed in the claims. 
Nevertheless, Otsuki teaches that using the photo sensor, the rising angle (retraction 
and expansion) of the monitor 33 can be detected. Furthermore, Otsuki teaches by 
outputting a control signal to stop operation of the motor 49 by the controller based on 
the input signal of the sensor 55, "the TV monitor 33 can be automatically set to any 
desired rising angle." 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paulos M. Natnael whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7354. The examiner can normally be reached on 9am - 5:30pmn. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Ometz can be reached on (571)272-7593. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). } 
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